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we reach the imperial historian and master of compilation
the fashion of which had been set in the previous century by
the Patriarch Photius with his Myriobiblion. We may pass
over with a bare mention the great historical compilations
inspired by this monarch—The History of the Emperors by
Genesius, the Continuation of the Chronicle of Theophanes
(Constantine's uncle), and the great Historical Collection in
fifty-three books (only fragments of which are extant), and
give a very brief account of the works in which Constantine
seems to have taken a considerable personal share. The book
On the Themes may be dismissed shortly as a youthful work
based almost entirely on out-of-date library information of
the sixth century. The Ceremonies is a patchwork, dealing
with Emperors who preceded and followed Constantine—
it thus embodies later additions—and containing catalogues
of tombs, robes, and valuables, as well as descriptions of the
ceremonies which justify the title. But these descriptions are
of great value, as they give us much information about the
Byzantine bureaucracy and the elaborate Court and religious
ceremonial. Probably nearly contemporary with the earlier
chapters of the Ceremonies is the handbook drawn up for the
guidance of Constantine's young son Romanus, afterwards
Romanus II; this work, generally known as the De admini-
strando Imperio, may be dated between 949 and 953. The
style is somewhat bombastic, but the writer betrays a real
pride in and affection for his son, and the book is a store-
house of information concerning the peoples bordering on
the Byzantine Empire. The Life of Basil\ Constantine's
latest work, is a defence of his grandfather, and is chiefly
remarkable for its skilful slurring over of the worst features
of Basil Fs career, the murders of the Caesar Bardas and
Michael III.
Leo the Deacon was born about 950. His history
describes in ten books the events of his own times (959—75)>
and embraces the important wars waged by Nicephorus
Phocas and John Tzimisces against the Arabs in Crete and
Asia, and against Bulgarians and Russians. His information
is good, based partly on his own observation and partly on the
authority of contemporaries, but compared with Procopius
he is deficient in literary education, and his endeavours to

